ose. » By Reverend Ge 
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Writings to Learned Church-Men of: both Communions$ 
"London, November and particularly, what Offence he gave to our Deprived 


HE Reverend De. Keniert, Dean of Peter- 
» berough, having in a Pamphlet intitled 

A Second Letter to the Lord Bifoop of Car-’ 

lifle, made very inftru€tive Remarks 

On Dr. Hickes'§ Collettion of Papers whith have been’ 
lately printed and clandeftinely for pro- 
moting the Jacobite Schifm ;: ‘tis thought properto’ 
ive the Publick the following Exteact of fach of 
Rematks-2s may be of mogft general Ufe,’ 


UCH is the Oharity and good’Nature of thefe 
new. Charch-Men of the Jacobite Separation, that 
they will not {pare their own dear Brethren,” if 
they offend them, of differ from them any ‘wife 
im their fingalar Notions or Practice. 1 beg Leate 


bee to give an Inftance or two of’ this their Brotherly 


Lave from the Colleflion of Papers written by the late 
rearge Hickes, D. D, 1716. in the’ 
esof Mr ll, Bifiép Kem, and 
well, three Perfons who, one would think, did as 
well deferve’ the good "Word of ‘the whole Prater- 
mity, as any Men whatever and yet and 
Accoutits’are there given of them, not 
did, and Believe fot true 
Mr, the very Man, who upon the 
Principle of the Invalidity of Lay Deprivanoi 

in effe&, the'Adthof and firft Vindicator ‘of 

_ Separation from us; and was more able. than ‘any 
ene to'fetch it'out of the broketi State of the Pri- 
mitige Church, and to‘draw “his wonted Chain‘ of 
Contequétecs ftom fuch confiifed Authorities. “And 

et this learned Man, havifig"fomie’ Moderation 
in, atid not willing the Schilm fhould con- 
tinue aftet the deceale of the Deprived Bifhops; aad 
therefore ar upon that Cafe in View, and after: 
wards upon the fame in Fatt, and 


conform itig Bistwn Prattife to it, and to 
the Commufiion of our Church Dr is’ outot 


Patience With ‘him : I hope, Sir, (Tays Hit to Me: Nel! 
fon) I hawk 'faid enongh to abdte 
yon have for Mr? Dodwell the Account of his 
Learning and” Piety, and ‘Prey ‘you £0 confider, 
that if he'were freer” from Infirmities than he dnd 
ha’ Authority greater, ‘yer you: not to féllotw'bss 
Btample, be not in she ht; and argues fo 
weakly as be Was ia bis CASE IN VIEW.” 
and again, ‘you, ‘tha? ‘Mr. Dodwetliw’ 
bi CASE VIEW conttaty ty him [elf for- 
mee’ Writings, “which he wrote th of our Dépri- 
ed Fathers, But done by another 
Haid. You know ' ‘much We is addifted to No/- 
trams, and how apg be % to vaife Doffrines from fin: 
glePaffages of one or two Fathers, which were me- 
wer received, profe/fed by Cathabick Church. 


Fathers and their Presbyters, by hi PARBNESIS 
AD EXTEROS ; where upon a new falfe 
thefis of hes own making, contrary to the. Accountsanhich 
all antient Writers give of Bifbops (1 mean hes: 
Hypothefis of the JERUSALEM SUPREMACY) he 

nes in weak and @ ivianher from Devo- 
lution of Right; as he doth in*his Cafe inView 3 with- 
out telling ws by what Provifion or Direftion of Law Ec. 


elefiaftical, ‘the Epifcopal Right of the “f the Fe- 


fafalem Bifoops of our Lord’s Family devolved upon’ the 
Preshysers, whom he Suppofed were Prefidents or Proto. 
eathedrifts of all Chur 

Again, there was great want of Law and 


0m Manher, ‘p:-258. 


Iam not going to make an’ 


py for any ‘of 


the Singularities of Me>‘Dodwells yet whatevet 


was his Narrowvefs of he had greater Cha- 
rity than Dr. Hickes 5 ‘of all-Men*the Dottor 


fhoald“have ‘been the lath to fpeak fich angry 


“Things of ‘him. 


But Dr. Hickes, it feems, Bad Milvhatder Things 


to fay of Mr. Dodwell; for he mult mean it of him, 
‘when he fays,.* I take the Freedom-to tell yous 
* that he great'Example you follow inthis 
Cafe, never fay the: Pra “A for 
King James; and finte-bis id to 
Of out Brethren, who will allure youoF the 
Truth of it, that he thought we ought to pray 
‘the Princes Aine as’ Queen, Mie: ‘out 


a Popifh Succtffor. “It would bene’ Wonder ‘xd 


fee futh a Man’ join the other Affemblies) Now 
the former Things were peevifh and unbroth 
and 1 doubt thefe are very I had antOps 


nity of “knowing 


ll as 
an who differed from him knew his Manage 


of Commuhication in ‘Oxford feveral Years 5 

with him’ in St. Edmund HalPabourthe Time of the 
Revolutidnsand convers’d frequently with him inthd 
Company the Principal of oafe; the Tesrned 


Dr. Mills.’ after he was deprived of his 


Proféfforfhip, he’ was my’ Parifhioner at 
in Berks, feveral Years’ 
long Seafon of Acquaintances Pcould oat? 
that-he never Would’ fay Amen tetbe Prayers for Kin 
Jatiies:' Indeed ater King. Samesowas’ in Ircida 
Mt. Henry had'thelefs Affetiow that 
Royal betaufe, poor Mam ‘He found bir 
felf profctibiéd; and his Eftate forfeitedy by Popitlt 
Intereft and Power in that Kingdom. Bur hid 
OF Regal Right’ and Paffive Submifién 
were 

whith he afWays mentioned that ‘uohappy Prigce; 
could nevef furthize bur'that he prayed for’ himyand 
that 'the Daily Offices of the’ Liturgy! amiing 
themfelves.: “That face the Dea of 


es when thar Succefiow ended; 

Logick in Mr. 

Dodwell, to «rite in [uch aweak ws well as fallacin — 
ay 


and bythe profound Re fpe& with. 


he 
t 
4 
; 


| 
| 
j 
f 
‘ 
} » 
» 


he thould be fe good as to fay to one of his Bre. 
‘thren, that he thoughs we bughr to pray for the Prin. 
cefs Anne 4s Queen, becauje joe kept out a Popife 


SuccefJor w-to me inctedsbie, tho’ 1 fhould be ex- 


tremciy glad to have it granted 5 tor 1 bope it wall 


be aa Argument to fome of his Admirers to, 


fot King George as King, beeaule he mach more et- 

fectually keeps out the fame Popith Pretender. 
The‘ next Perfon not kindly or juftly ufed by 
Dr. Hickes, is Bsfho} Kom, one of bis Deprived Fa- 
thers, or io his Senfe, of his Collegues and Bre- 
theen.. A Man of exemplary Piety and Humility, 
and at firft of great Charity in the Controverfies 
ariling the His Deubrfulnefs and 
Feariulnefs could mot be cafily determined. He 
own’d in his Letcer to the Bifhop of Sarum, O&ob. 
1685. * that be had-prepared a Paftoral Letter 
* upon the Suppofition of altering bis Judgment, 
* and that there might have been an inducement 
* to him to comply: ” Bur it feems he burnt his 
Papers..and \adhert'd go. bis former Opinion ; bag 
without ceofusing others of a contrary Judg- 
ment,rnich icfs dividing in Communion from them. 
To bis old Briend De, Hooper, now Lord Bifhop of 
Bath-and Wells, whe had. daily and earoefily. dif- 
coursid him. eo the Subject of Compliance with 
the: Oath, he attaft ufled thefe Expreffious, I 
wot, bugithar you, and feveral.others have. 
the Oasks, with ag, good Confcience my. 


think it was Anxjcty of The» ‘ane Con-. 
er-Repensance, that 
made him chufe (as a, mortified Man) the fafer 


_ Ponaltyiin Eafe and Quict. And yet he 


was then fomew has icrefolw'd | believe it ap- 
upon. the Queen's Acceflion to the Throne 


bad fome Thoughts of to be 
Gated im hia Sag, And when he could not genoven 


ald Doulsts be was again intangled 


inia few. Queftion OF Refigning or not, Refigoing. 
le foors, wag not Heart, of Dr. 
andi\thesefore is. wotqwardly ufed, by bim- 
Lb dewbsthe Bishop did not approve of the Doctor's 
Gonfecsation, and ybfented from it, The 
heard ObjeGtion from fome of 


Party, “Says -he, to Mr, Ne/fon (Col- 


ion of 226,) Others, take upon you ta 


Fashers, wt not valid, for want of the Confers of Bifoop 
firth peovesthere was no aced of shat one 
Per form might have be prefent if he 
plaafeds and wliafe pojitive Di[Jent goes nothing, But 
thenithe Dottor adds, not trug thanthe Con: 
sour, Bilneps wasted. Bifhop Ken's 


which b¢ gava.before in aLetcer whi 


‘hie whote on purpofe to the Bifhop.of one 

the Confeerators ; and, when he met 
the Conkctated, pave him, his, Congratus 
‘ or me like hagghe he 
titiet prelens, in Perlon at his yct 

at ix, mm, Spirit. +, when 
¢fotne of our told him they 
na Peavifion.was,made for the Chusgh,. he, 
torgive them Satisfaition, affur'd thas Pro, 
was made by new 
« this be: 1 am-fure it as caotrary. to 
what'the Writer, of she, Life, of Bifhop Kew, his, 
Minfman and Executor, affifted by his Chaplain 


> 


Dr. Thomas, Cheyney, has afficmed to us, [Life of | 
Bifhop Ken, p. i That his Opinion was not agree- 
able to fuch. of the Nonjurors, who wire for continurny 
a Separation, by private Con{ecrations among them. 
felves, may (fhoiild there be any good Occafion:) beft be 
by bw Anfwers to Letiers, writttn from Men o 


_Leatning, who conver fed with bim on that Subjei, and 


which he le t behind hun. And indeed had his Lord-. 


any way countenanced fach Com/ecrations, as 


Dr. Hikes confefles mutt be clandeftine becaufe they 
are treajonable by our Laws, he would. have hardly 
told the Privy Council in the Beginning of 1696. 
* That had be gone into the Country to his Re- 
« tiremient én ap obfcure Village, where he lived a- 


* bove the Sufpicion of giving any the leaft Umbrage 


to the Government. [Account of his Examina- 


tion before the Privy- Council, fubfcribed by his 
own Hand, 4pri/ 28, 1696.] 

But that which angred Dr. Hickes, was Bifhop 
Ken's deferting of that Caufe by a voluntary Re. 
fignation of his See. Says :& Doétor, p. 227. 
‘ The ftrange Humour of refigning took him. [ 
* fay the ftrange Himour; Fisit, Becaufe it was not 
* in his Power fo much as to make a Ceffion 
* without the-Confent of his Collegues, much 
* without thew Gonfent to refign to any par- 
‘ tiewlar Perfon ;. becaufe by the Nature Of the 
‘ Bpifcopal. College, as well as, the Canons of 
‘she, Church, they were to elect and admit ivro 
Sbis.vacant Sce,. Secondly, Becavle be pretended 
sefign, to heal the Schifm in bis Diocels 
* a Agafon, which, if »fhould have obli 
* him to have refi he at firft, and not to have 
kept» his Di “Pwelve Years or more ip 
Schifm, . Thirdly, I think it a firange Humour, 
* beeaale he tefigned., as much in. him ley, to 
who. nemhes could aor dusk own himlelf 
* for his next. Succeffor, but is obliged ta owa 


the. « himifelf. nexe Succeffos to the lotruder De. Kid- 
ders and, allo, becaufe he refigns to one with 


he docs not) communicate gpon the ac- 
cout. of the inamesat Prayers whereby the 
Bithop: to, whom he, sefign'’d ¢fFeCtaally teachce 
the. Flock which refign'd to him, the dam- 
wereign Princes, age leads them, into a fata 
of taking Right for, Weosge Wrong fox 
« Right.’ -So that Bifhop Ken, .Opinion 
bis, Brother Hicks, is not only Humonift 
and a Promoter of. Herely and 
who has not met with kin age ig Bre. 
thren of the Separation, with, Me. 
well was a very. ferious and, auftere. Man, made 
for, a Confeffor and, Sufferer iniatty,Caule which 
hefhould think to be good. He refuled the Oaths, 
would not Communicate with thofe 
them. But he likewife falling fhert inthe. 
ecfebtion of Dr. Hickes’s Principles, be. is marked, 
ut for a fort of Herctical Pravity in him, and 
ftands hhigmatized to be read with Caution, like an 
lick Writer ina expargatory Index, en 
the laft Page of the of. Papers,} The 
* Reader is defired to take Notice, that inthe latter 
« End of Mr. Kettlewell's. Chriftian Communion 
«the. worthy Author, out of his exteaordiaary 
sMildnefs and.good Nature, has  fome Ab 
‘Jowances which are not agreeable with the true 
Nerion of Schifm, or with the Principles of Church 
© Communion, nor indeed confiftent with the o- 
«, ther Part of hia Book. ‘Therefore let every 
« Reader of that Bopk take Care, that he be o 
ap all biaffed, either, by Mr Authori« 
ty, or by any worldly lotereft. 
thefe Paflages of the Differencgs.aud Feuds 
among thole Fathers and Brethren, ayd of the 
cenforious and sbrtter Spirit of Biches in hig 
RefleGtions on fome of them ; I infer, ‘that 
they 


js 
3 
perfwaded rine ta comply, by the xem. 
have but I bey you te urge them no farther 5 for 
foould | he perfwaded to comply, and afire fee Reason 
you, Would make me the moft miferable Man 
inthe World. We have heard of many more Signs 
and: Tokens.of Relugtancies and Sufpences of Mind 
in Bifhop Ken, and of Mr. Dodwe/l’s Correfpondence 
With, and tureing bim back in his very way to 
London, when be. was going up to fabmit to 
Government. | Wei have the gteateh, Reafoo 
€ 
> 


gtegations. 
‘ton, 


- 


of Chich 


they had. feparated from us, they were as far fom. 
agreeing with one another, or {peaking charitably 
of one another. loved to cali themfelves 
the Few, and the faithful Few ; and yet were. too ma- 
ny to come to any unity of Judgment or Affection 5. 
they divided and fubdivided in their own little 
Flock, even Pattor againft Paftor: | queftion whe- 
ther Dr. Hickes had any one of his Fecu/tum that 
could go m entisely to’ his whole Scheme of the 
Separation, 


And indeed the Principles ‘upon which they 
formed their Schifm from the cttablithed Church, 
were by no Means uniform and common; but 


almoft every one of the Builders. laid his own dif- 
Foundation. 


 Herefies of Refiftance and. the Depofin 


Dr. Hickes at fir wpon the 
Power 
brought in at the Revolution, Mr. Kers/eqwell up- 
on the aw Oeth, and new Allegiance requited upon 
the Settlement of the Crown. Me. Dodwell 


the Invalidity of Lay Deprivation by A& of Par- 
 liament. Others 


upon the Lnmerality of the publick, 
Prayers for the Powers in Being, they thought 
Ufurpers, And if ynderitood Bifhop ‘Ken in a 
Converlation with his Lordfhip at Mr. Cherry’s, he: 
put it chiefly upon what he call’d the Sacrilege of 
taking away Epifcopacy in Scotland. It was that 
typlicury of Notions that made them vary in their 
Pragtice, _Théy boafted of fix or feven Deprived 
Bithopss and what if there were four or five fuch 
different W ays of Behaviour among them, as could 
not poflibly proceed from the fame Principle, or 


‘any concerted pretend Archbifhop Sancroft went. 


farther toward the Revolution, and was more paf- 
five after it, than any of his Brethren. The Bi 
» Dr. Lake, a his Death-Bed decla- 
red fer the De&rine of -Refittance and Paf- 
five Obedience, dug. 27. 1689. but tho’ under See 
on, and expecting Deprivation, he had not yet 
thought. of a Separation he communicated with 
them who had not then feparated from our. Con 
The Bithe Gloucefter, Day Framp- 
por deprived of his See, was many. Years 


after pofi-ffed of a Parochial Cure, wherein if he 


did not officiate, he generally joined with the 


People, and. when he cared no longer to hold the 
Livieg, he obtained it from her Ma 

Anne, for ane whom he recommeniicd ‘to her; 
shough the Grant, I believe, was afterwards revo- 
by the Courage of Bfhop Fow/er, A fourth 
of their; Fathers took another, Turo, the Bifhop of 


Bath and Wells, De. Ken, who fufferéd ‘the Schifm 


during the Life of Bulhov-Kidder, and yet upon the 
Tranflation of Bihhop Hooper tefigned to him to 
heal the Schifm, So as we can find but three at 
of the feven who lived to beat -Harmo- 
ny with one another, in pitching Dr. Hickes 
as the firft Perfon to beadmitged into the Epifeopal Cod- 
lege ; and he was accordingly confecrated by Dr. 
uer, Dr. Waite, and Dr. Liayd, the deprived Bifkgps 


Nay, as their » fo their Clergy and their 
People, were of sy Fail Sentiments about what 
they were todo, or set th do, toward continuing 
or ending their Separation.»."When the large Col 
Je€tion. of Letters to.and from: Mr. Dodwall, ance 
carefully praferved by MiiOherry, comies-to pub- 
dick View, that. Difita&ion among them will ap- 
peat tohave heen r. Hickes's Let- 
ter to Mr. Ned/an, does {ufficiently that it was 
with them as with the Donarifes and Novatians, and 
moft other of the old S¢hifmaticks ; they-who firft 
divided had, foon a Subdivifios: made from them, 
and {o werecrombling, till they came to Nothing. 


think ontof the feverett Books againft De. Hickes, 


is that of the Charaier of @)Primisive Bélbop, written 
by one whom he then thavent to be anevof the 


Faithful, if not one of their, feparate Communion 


1 am not willing to tranfombe, the Charadter he 


07) of Dr. Hickes, but I find he knew Bim 
perfeétly well. . Even the Dofor humfelf was not 
always of one Mind inthofe. Matters : Before hin 
Mock Confecration to Thetford, be. thought thee 


_ was no Neceflity of any new Confecrations to pre- 


feeve the Being of their Church; becaufe upon the 


‘Death of the latt deprived Bifhops, there would 
be a Devolution of Power tn the chief Presbyters, 


_ who might be a Principle of Unity, till they could x 


hereafter pet Bifhops to them from fome Foreign 
Church ; or, as. he ftates his Opinien, with Rete. 
rence to Ireland, * That upon Suppofition all the 

* Proteftant Bithops fhould die in a long Popifh 

* Reign, it would be the Duty of the Irifp bro. 
*teftant People to adhereto their faithful Pref- 

¢ byters, whe in fuch a Vacaocy would be their 
* Spiritual Guides, Guardians; Fathers, Paftors, 
¢ and Principles of Unity to them, till they could 

* procure one ot more Bifhops, which would be _ 
their Duty by all Means and Endeavours, do 
«as foon as poffibly they could.’ Others again 
would have bad no.new Confectations fo England, 
but would have adhered to the Ini Bifhop of 
Kilmore, then ps nao and refident in England. 
So De. Hickes acknowledges, * Some of our few 
* deferting Brethren then though: the et of 
Kilmore, as a Cathohick Bifhop, to 

* upour Communion, and would not bave tek 
“tus if be would have taken the Paftorel Cart. 
* of us, and been a Principle of Unity tous. * But 
itfeems he would take no Care-of them, and 
Man, took ag littleof Heowas 
reduced to. 


reat Wants before he dicd ‘he repre-. 
fenred bis Wants to the bate Archbifhop of 


bury, hecomplain’d, that his Friends ‘Were not 
-kind to bim : “His Grace fent him his Bounty fom 
Time to Time, and he was very thankful fot bei 
fo caabled to pay fome Debts, and’ to lay in for 


Provifions. 
How divided they were among théeinfelves, doce 
farther appear, from [Colleét. of Papers, pap. 4 +) 
eres to the Reverend Dr. G E O'R 
HIC Containin fe ObjeBions againft bis 
Party, who wants to have feversl: 
up, has this and that‘QObje@ion; would fain be 
better furified, Andy Pfappofe; the’ Anfoer 
there would pafé without'a’greatmany 
more (uetics upon it, 
pot Validity of Lay 
\ Herefie, Would not @ Validity © eS 
vations to be a Herefie, becaufe indeed it was never 
condemned by the ancient Church as HDRES 
Qae would think a'good Reafon to théle 
were teducing all Things to the exaét Standard of 
thé Primitive Church. Yet othete maintained ie 
for exprels.and fupdamental. Herefie's’ ‘And third 
Sort bring it off with a Diftinétion, that it 
was’ not a Speculative Herefie contrary to the 
dende of Rel get it was the 
Praftical Herefes, ‘a®-being contrary to the Agendas 
-of Religion. Hence again, fome were very fond 
of affesting, that our Bifhops now of 
all the Sees in England, aré Hereticks, like’ ay the 
‘Dowatifts and Novatians, were Hereticks at well ag 
-Schifmasicns. But others were a little mote mode- 
ratey and thought ‘our Bifiops, though in ‘the 
Schifmy were or proved’ guilty of Here/y. Some 
were more concerned for the Dotfrines, thin for 
the Schifm 5 and faid, the deprived Bifhops would 
have quitted their Perfonal Rights, provided they 
_could:-have fecured the ‘Doftrines of Paffive Obedience, 
and In of the Church. Otliers, or 
‘even the fame Meo, afterwards, * No} the 
deprived. Bilhops could nor have qaitted their 
* Peefonal Rights, til) the Intridershad confe-d 
* themfelves invalidly clefted and confécrated 


to their Sees. 


Same 


PA 
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Some were abfolutely forkidding theit-People4o 
aedme ta’ our Churches, bekaule of oun, 
Prayers, as they calicd Prayersfor King 


“George and his.Royal Parily. }Orhers thouyhethey 


might hearthofe Prayersircad, and yet not join in 
them, andthe Duty ot jorping in. the Ryayers, 
might oblige them to bedpresene at which 
were not good. 
There is'a Diftinflion framed, that is not fo right 
itfelf, nor will convinge the new Schifma- 
icks to. whom it condefcends ; namely, the wide 
Difference between the Schifm' of Co*ordination, and the 
Schifm of Subordination; and that Dr. Compton, the 


Bifhap of London’s Acknowledgment of Intruders.) cipa 


into neighbouring Sces, was bat a Schifm of Co-or- 
dination in go 'thofe his equal Collegues, 
and could. not jot a~Schifim of Subordination, 
which mut have followed, if the Clergy and 
People of London Diocefs had thereupon feparated 
from Bifhop Compton, or his prefent Succeftor. 
Now, I do not think that Bifhop Compron was 
wilty of any»Manver of Schifm, but if he. were, 
fe muft be guilty of a Schifm of Subordination, and 
not of Co-ordination only, No, fays the Diftinguifher, 


ned mot obferve to theNon urges; that all Bifbops are 


of the fame Order aud Difiiity. Yes, but they tell 
us again, that tho’ one Bilhop is not fubordinate to 
another jingle Bifhop, yet he is ftill fabordinate to 
the College of Bifoops ; which true College were the’ 
Bifhops ; and that Bilhop Comprox broke 
that Unity and Order to which he ought. to have 


been fubje&, Nay, aod. they cell us, that by our 
_ Conftitution, which bad prevailed likewife very 


po the Primitive Church, Bifhop Compton was 

in a Provincial Capacity as well as in a Diocefan, 
fabordinate as a Suffraganto Archbifhop Sancroft ; 
and chat he broke through that Sybordination, even 
by a Breach of h '» Oath of Cananical Obedience to 
ts Primate and Metropolitan ; farther fill, 
by affifting and prefiding in the Confecration of a 
new, Archbifhop, Ufarper and Intruder, as they 
call him: Which certainly makes the Diftin@ion 
in that Cafe to be put. into the Mouths of the Ja- 


\ eobites, rather than to be taken from ‘em. I have 


mylelf, heard them complain of Bifhop Compzon as 
the Ring. Leader of the Schifm. Pi 
Dr. Hickes does vapewcne, ly, nay affirm, that 
Bifhop Compton, by deavipg is Primate and confe- 
crating another into that Metropolitan See, was a 
Priocipa! in the Guilt of the af of Subordination, 
For, {peaking of thofe who filled up the Sees of the 
Aeprived Bifhops, fays he, ‘their EleGtors and Con- 
a are, duftores Daces Schif{matis, Authors 
“Archite&ts of the Schifm, and in the fame 
+, Degree of Guilt with them that are Breakers of 
* the facred Order of Co-ordination and S UBOR- 
DINATION.. [Colle&. of 
Agaiv, None of the deprived Bifhops 
* really vacagt, no Peslen was nominated to them 
* bythe KLNG, (i. « King shames) nor’ were the 
* Intenders confecrated by the*Metropolitan, (Arch - 
* bithop, Saucroft) butywithout, nay bis 
* Confents'though he was ftill Living, 
Lawful Primate... (lb. pag. 314.) 
Thefe. Things ‘might be .reprefeoted «more. at 
large, and..I think sf muft adapt our: Argu- 
ments to the Prejudice of thofle: People, by grace 
Conceffions.to them, (a way. that feldony prevails,) 
this would be a fair way of expoftulating with them, 
Why, they keep upa Schilm: that their Leaders 
ould snot. agreed upon 2. And why do they boaft of 
fe Union of a true Church, when fo many were 
the Windings and Turnings of the Guides vw that 
Way? This hone Way, if any Thing, might 
ferve to convince their!Followers, that they can 
hardly be in a right Way, fince they ‘know not 
whence they. come, or whither they are going. 
They may, for a fhort Time, agree as a-Polisical 


Fathion; but as a Spinitwal Society, they at firlk, 
and muft be ever ia Contufion. : 

In reading the Cojeilion of Papers written by Dr. 
‘Hickes, one is fhotk’d at bis diftorted Ufe ot Ho- 
ly Scriprures 5 his fanciful Inventions about the 
Nature and ‘State of the firft Evangelical Churches ; 


his infifting abfolurely on the Teftimonies of Fa- 


thers in Matters of Difcipline and outward Pradtice, 
whetein they ite needs run backward and for- 
watd, as the Coarfle of Times-and Conititation of 
Countries might require ; his exalted Notions of 
the Kingdom of theChurch,; the Thrones of Royal Prig/ts, 
Vicegerents of the eternal Mélchifedeck, Spiritual Prin. 
and other affumed Titles of Sovereignty, 
beyond Popery, beyond any Enchifiafm but that of 
the fifth Menarchy Men, who were ferting up ‘King 
Sefus upon Earth ; his asraigning our whole Contti- 
tution; Ecclefiaftical and Civil, as upon wrong 


Bottom from the very fir Foundations of it, upon — 


many falfe Maxims extremely hurtful to the Church, and 
detrimental to the Chriftian Religion, received for Law 
aud Truth. (Coll. of Pap. p. 75, &.] His Paint- 
ing our Ketormation blacker than Sadders and the 
Jetuits could ever reprefent it, and making a Sepa- 
ration or Schifm from it neceffary upon thole Prin- 


ciples,.as much at the Beginning of Queen Elizabeth, .. 


as at the eeginnng of Ki William. His Model- 
ling fach an Independent "Ehurch: and yet making 
the Chriftian Magiftrate fo much depending on it, 
that no Chriftian Prince or State would. prote@ 
a Church ; of if they did, they mutt be in a worle | 
Condition, as to Temporals, than the Heathen 
Emperours were, in and after the Apoftles Time. 
His bringing the Clergy of our Church into the ut- 
moft Contempt and Incapacity ; they can perform | 
no valid Aéts of Priefthoed, their very Prayers are Sin, 
their Sacraments are no Sacraments, their Abfolutions 
are null, and of no force, Ged ratifiewmothing in Hea- 


» wen which they doin bis Name upon Earth, they and gil 


no Benefits of God's Promifess no, wot of bx affifti 
Chrif?’s Blood. Nay, though they 
their Schifm, their Martyrdom would ner be accepted 5 if 
they could, dye Martyrs more than once, they could not 
make ds for their Sin with their Blood, (|b. p. 32» 
ere.) We have feen' many terrible Pormis of fo- 
lemn Curfing in the Chasch of Rome, but never any 
Thunder like this, never any fetiking fo deep to the 
Pit of Hell. His thewin a other Inftances of 
his Good-Will to us of the inferiour: Clergy; one 
Inftance efpecially that we cannot approve, bis 
Shutting us all out of the Convocation Hoafe ; for 
ave have forgot, it feems; what a per felt Synod which 
is a Synod of the Provincial Bifbops, or the Majority of 
them wader the Metropolitan, in which he is perfonally, 
or by Proxy prefent : Such’is a Synod only, fo that - 
we have been difputing about the Privileges of our 
Houwfe to a fair Purpofe, when, as foon as the 
Church wag out of Danger,"we were all to be turn. 
ed outof Doors, He has a great many other Pofi- 
tions and: Confequenees, that all the Lovers of 
Truth ;and Chariry muft think to be abfurd and 
dreadful. 

1 will make one Obfervation more; which is, that 
in other Schifms and Divifions we might hope for 
forme end of them, without a Neceffity of fubmirting 
to fueh Conditious as that of Unchurching the Efta- 
blifh’'d Charch of England, ard shat likew ife of trans- 
ferring the Crown to another Head apd Family: 
But thefe two re the exprefs Conditions, the very 
Preliminaries infifted'on by thefe Jacobite Schifma- 
ticks, before they can treat with us ; we maft a 
with them in the fitft Place to the turning out all 
our Archbifhops and Bifhops,and if they could hope 
to! beoreftored, it be effeftually dome when Time 
ferreesy bey their defiring oraccepting from the Crown new 
‘Nomitations t0- their Bifbopricks, (Collection of Pa- 
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